CITY OF LEWISTON
PLANNING BOARD MEETING
MINUTESfor March 27, 2001 - Page 1 of 10

ROLL CALL: Thismeeting was held in the City Council Chambers, was called to order at 6:36

p.m., and was chaired by Dennis Mason.

- Membersin Attendance: Mark Paradis, Dennis Mason, John Cole, Muriel Minkowsky, Lewis
Zidle, Rob Robbins, Roger Lachapelle, and Planning Board Student Member Ethan Chittim.

- Staff Present: Gil Arsenalt, Deputy Development Director; James Andrews, Community
Development Director; Lincoln Jeffers, Economic Devel opment Specialist; JamesLysen, Planning
Director; James Fortune, Planning Coordinator; and Doreen Asselin, Administrative Secretary -
Planning Division.

ADJUSTMENTS TO THE AGENDA: Item VI. Other Business, A. New Business, 2.
Presentation concerning the proposed expansion of the L ePage Bakery manufacturing plant, Lisbon
Street, including the discontinuance of aportion of Birch Street (Site Plan amendment) - Thisitem
was postponed to a future meeting.

CORRESPONDENCE: The following three (3) items were distributed at this Planning Board

Meeting:

A. Project Review Form from Chris Branch, Public Works Director for the Lewiston Sun-
Journal Expansion - Phasel.

B. Petition for Rezoning in regards to the proposal to rezone 1154-1160 Sabattus Street from

the Resource Conservation (RC) District to theNeighborhood Conservation (NCA) District.
C. Correspondence dated March 27, 2001 in reference to LePage Bakeries, Birch Street and
their request for tabling of their presentation at this Planning Board Meeting.
MOTION: by Mark Paradis, seconded by Rob Robhinsto place the above correspondence on
file to be read at the appropriate time.
VOTED: 7-0.

PUBLIC HEARING: Public Hearing concerning the FY2001/2002 Community Development
Block Grant (CBDG) program and make a recommendation to the City Council. Thisitemwas
presented by James Andrews, Community Development Director for arecommendation to the City
Council. The Review Committee included James Andrews, Planning Board Members Muriel
Minkowsky and Dennis Mason, Assistant City Administrator Phil Nadeau, and Deputy
Development Director Gil Arsenault, who made the recommendations. As a background to this
presentation, Jim Andrews said that back in September the City Council put together a CDBG
Committee, as well as a Housing Committee. The City Council islooking to fund the CDBG ina
manner that will be project-oriented, instead of a scattered approach, meaning one (1) project over
in one (1) part of the City and one (1) project in another. Thiswill be focused on project-based
initiatives. One (1)such project is housing in the downtown area. There are some changesin the
direction of thisbudget for thisyear, as opposed to other years, which are highlighted and shown on
the sheets entitled, “CDBG Development Block Grant Comparison of Funding Request for Fiscal
Year 2001 and 2002" (three sheets).

Another issue that came up in these meetings was the funding of public service agencies.
Historically this has been funded in the amount of 15 percent of the grant for the fiscal year and
program income for the previous year. This process goes through the CDBG meeting and City
Council workshops. Therewas aconsensus that the public service agency budget would be capped
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this year at $200,000. In previous years, it was 15 percent of allocation, plus program income for

that year. In previous years, this has gone up to as far as $225,000. Last year was $213,625. This

isreflected in the recommendations made by the Review Committee. Again, Jim Andrews stated

that the need for this item to be brought to this Planning Board Meeting is for a request for a

recommendation to take forward to the City Council. Thisneedsto be before the City Council prior

toMay 15, 2001. Thisfunding hasto be presented to HUD in Manchester, New Hampshire by May

15, 2001. Jim Andrews mentioned that this needsto go to the City Council and if two (2) meetings

arerequired, heishoping for it to goto the April 17, 2001 and May 1, 2001 City Council Meetings.

Dennis Mason asked if Jim Andrews had any comment statutorily as to the lack of people
attending this years meeting. Jim Andrews commented that it is statutory required to place the
public noticein the newspaper one (1) week before and one (1) day before this meeting. He stated
that he never discourages people from attending this meeting. He did comment that he feel s people
will probably show up at the City Council Meetings for deliberations.

Dennis Mason pointed out changes from lasts years CDBG budget. On Page No. 2 of the
Comparison of Funding Request for Fiscal year 2001 and 2002 in regards to the Neighborhood
Improvement Section. Thissectionincludesthehousing project at Mapleand, Blake Streets. Also,
on the same page, Dennis Mason made reference to the Pierce Street Park Upgrade, which isright
behind the proposed housing project. Jim Andrews commented that the Neighborhood
Improvementsis the main place where the changes have taken place. Asto acquisition/demolition,
thiswas funded last year at $100,000 and that was al so the request for thisyear. However, thiswas
rolled into the Neighborhood projects, therefore, part of that money ($381,709) may be used for
acquisition/demolition. The Housing Sub-Committee request for the Sisters of Charity Health
System (SOCHS) housing project also requested $100,000, and this was initially looked at for
putting $100,000 into that, but that $100,000 will also roll down into the Neighborhood projects.

The LPD - Enhanced Neighborhood Policing (ENP) item was put out as separate to show
that that is part of that neighborhood and is part of the bigger projects. Neighborhood policing is
being done in that neighborhood and will be part of these projects.

Under the Sisters of Charity Health System/L ots To Gardens, the $7,000 also is a separate
line item that this project is targeted for that neighborhood.

There are also two (2) other pieces that Jim Andrews brought to the Planning Boards
attention. These two (2) other pieces pertain to the following.

1 The Lewiston-Auburn Transit Committee (LATC) request. Thiswas placed in the Public
Service Agencies and now has been moved into the Economic Devel opment request. There
is no funding that has been recommended for that thisyear. The other piece that has been
changed is the following.

2. Pathways Extended Employment was placed in Economic Devel opment and isnow back in
to Public Service Agencies. Historically ishasbeenin Economic Development. Thisdoes
fit into the Public Service Agency piece.

Thisitem wasthen opened to the Planning Board for discussion, comments, and questions.

Rob Robbinsmadereferenceto Code Enforcement placed under Housing Rehab. Therewas
nothing requested, however, the Review Committee hasrecommended $50,000. Jim Andrewsstated
that there was no request initially for any funding. This piece includes some salary and
administrative costs that are not directly related to Community Development, i.e. Community
Development’ ssalary and staff. The actual Code Enforcement’ srequest, if it were in there, would
be close to $90,000. They are compromising and cutting it to $50,000. Hopefully, this will be
pulled entirely out of next years budget. Thisisatough year for this years City budget and thisis
away to make thiswork. Thisinvolves one (1) Code Enforcement Officer which is the closest to
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being directly involved in CDBG issuesin the downtown areain the two (2) Census Tracts of 201

and 204. Thisis aso areduction of $26,000 from last year.

Thisinformation for Fiscal Year 2002 is public information and can be made available to
the public. Thisis not published for the Planning Board Meetings, since it is a recommendation
from acommittee that goesto the Planning Board. Onceit isrecommended by the Planning Board,
itis published for the City Council Meetings. The Planning Board does the final recommendation
to the City Council.

Mark Paradis referred to Page No. 1. Moneys have been pulled out for Public Service
Agencies and have gone into Code Enforcement and Neighborhood Improvements. Thereis a
deduction to the $200,000, whichisrounded off to $18,000 +/- total, as cal culated by Gil Arsenauilt.
Themultiplier formulais91.4. The question wasasked, “ Isthere another way to fund the LA Transit
Committee (LATC)?" Jim Andrews said that he would check into this. He will be doing research
onthisto seeif thiswill be staying in there. Other numbers could be adjusted if this pieceistaken
out and put into another area. This should be included in the recommendation to the City Council.

Thisitem was opened to the public. John Cole mentioned that he knows all the work that
isinvolved in thisand stated that he relies on the Sub-Committeefor their hard work. He stated that
he was prepared to vote on this. However, before a recommendation was made, the following
comments were made by the following present in the audience.

Joel Packer was present on behalf of Pathways. He wanted to know if there wasaformula
used. Jim Andrewsresponded that it wasareduction by amultiplier of 91.4. Pathwaystotal request
amounts to two percent (2%) of the budget. Joel Packer thanked everyone for their continued
support. He stated that the Pathways Extended Employment is a program for people with
disabilities. This was originally placed under Public Services and is now under Economic
Development. This program isworth $400,000, which for every $1.00 the City putsin, it is seven
(7) timesthe multiplier. This has been funded every year for the $10,000 level. Last year, it went
down to $5,000. This program provides 48 jobs for peoplein the Lewiston area. Thisissort of a
social service agency. He recommends that the Lewiston/Auburn Transit Committee (LATC) be
placed somewhere else. He would like to be funded for $10,000.

Thefollowing were also present for this meeting and asked for the amount that the Review
Committee recommended:

1 Norwich House - $10,968. They received $12,000 |ast year.

2. Advocates for Children - $2,285. They have two (2) requests: one request is for the Parent
Resource Center and the other for Healthy Families And. Theamount recommended by the
Review Committee was the same for each.

3. Melissa Robbins was present on behalf of the Sexual Assault Crisis Center. Their request
amounts to four percent (4%) of the budget. The Review Committee has recommended
$1,828. Melissa Robbins stated that she has been there for 2-1/2 years. There have been
44 individuals from Lewiston alone. Thereisno charge for thisservice. Itislow income
people that they deal with. Melissa Robbins stated that sexual assault jumped drastically
last year.

Lincoln Jeffersarrived at 7:07 p.m.
Melissa Robbins stated that there are more adol escents than any other age group. They had

a 36 percent increase in their reporting rate. Melissa Robbins said that she is not involved in the
financials. John Cole then asked Melissa Robbins, “ Are there any competing applicants on this
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list?” Melissa Robbins responded with, “No”. In closing, it was stated that any funding at all is
appreciated.

Thepublic portion of thishearing wasthen closed and opened back up tothe Planning Board
for further discussion and a motion.

Joel Packer commented that the percentage doneto thetotal agencieswasfair. Joel Packer
agreed that al these requests are worthwhile. Joel Packer stated to the Planning Board that if they
follow his suggestion and take Pathways Extended Employment and fund it for $10,000 under
Economic Development, that would |eave another $5,000 to add to social service funding. This
could be taken either out of Bates Mill Redevelopment or the LATC. Making this one (1) move
would begood. He does not understand why hisrequest isnot considered Economic Devel opment.
Dennis Mason then asked Joel Packer, “How much more he could do with $25,000 than he could
with $5,000 or $10,0007" Joel Packer responded that he could convince afew more companies and
bring in another 10-15 jobs. Both the economy and job market are good right now. This would
really be hard to predict.

Ethan Chittim arrived at 7:20 p.m.

Rob Robbins then asked James Andrews, “Where, exactly, would the LATC likely go if it
didn’t go with the public service agencies asit isnow?’ Jim Andrews responded that it could go
with Economic Development, as with what was done with LATC-Fixed Route Bus Replacement.
This could be funded through some other means through the City. Jim Andrews said that City
funding could be used for the $3,656. If not, then somewould have to be taken out of Neighborhood
Improvements. Jim Andrews said that he would recommend that this is taken out totally for this
budget.

John Cole suggested that the Planning Board move to accept the CDBG recommendations
as presented to the Planning Board, but to report to the City council and invite the City Council to
hear from Joel Packer and to hear from Jim Andrews with respect to the proposed changes and
alocations. He stated that this stops with the City Council and not with the Planning Board,
therefore the following recommendation was made.

MOTION: by John Cole, seconded by Mark Paradisthat the Planning Board send afavorable
recommendation to the City Council to adopt the CDBG program budget as
recommended by the Review Committee, subject to the City Council hearing from
Pathways Executive Director, Joel Packer and Community Devel opment Director,
James Andrews regarding the proposed changes and allocation requests.

VOTED: 7-0.

In closing, Jim Andrews stated that thiswill be presented to the City Council at their April
17, 2001 and May 1, 2001 Meetings and both these meetings will be published.

James Lysen arrived at 7:25 p.m.
John Colerecused himself from the Planning Board on thisitem, due to a conflict.
V. Pre-Application Hearing and Determination of Completeness: Determination of

Completeness and Pre-Application Hearing concerning the proposed expansion of the
Lewiston Sun-Journal - Phasel, including the proposed discontinuance of Middle Street.
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In summary to James Fortune’ s memorandum dated March 21, 2001, the Lewiston Sun-Journal -
Phase | consists of anew 17,000 square foot newsprint inserting operation and shipping facility and
the development of new parking areas. The proposed project requires the demolition of two (2),
multi-family buildings and the former Elks building on Middle Street and the discontinuance of
Middle Street between Park and Ash Streets. The proposed expansion will take place on the land
occupied by the demolished buildings and Middle Street.

It is anticipated that the City Council will act on the street discontinuance at their April 3,
2001 Meeting. Therefore, the Planning Board has asked for their recommendation concerning the
street discontinuance as part of the approval process at this meeting.

Thetrafficimpact has been addressed by Taylor Engineering Associates and was included
in the Planning Board packets as correspondence dated March 14, 2001. Their analysisindicates
that therewill not be any significant impact from the project. Currently the parking requirement for
thisoveral siteis 256 spaces. There are only 112 currently available. The proposed devel opment
will result in aparking requirement of 197 spaces, with 144 to be provided on site. Although there
will be still be anet deficit in parking requirements, there will be an additional 22 spaces provided
on-site and a significant reduction in the overall parking demand.

On-street loading activities will be eliminated as a result of this project. This proposed
expansion will provide for off-street loading and truck maneuvering within the site.

The Fire Department, in its initial review, has asked that all existing and proposed fire
hydrants be shown on the plan.

Present at this meeting were Jan Wiegman, P.E., from Taylor Engineering Associates, Inc.;
Frederick “Rick” Hayden from Dario Design; Ed Snook from the Lewiston Sun-Journal; Ron
Landry from the U.S. Postal Service - Ash Street, Lewiston Branch; Mrs. Paul A. Cote, 54 Pine
Street, Lewiston, and on behalf of the City of Lewiston, Economic Development Specialist Lincoln
Jeffers.

Jan Wiegman made the presentation on the proposed expansion, while Lincoln Jefferswas
available regarding the discontinuance of Middle Street. Jan Wiegman made reference to the
workshop that was held at the last Planning Board Meeting on February 27, 2001. He said that both
the proposed expansi on and the requested di sconti nuance of Middle Street arebeing presented at this
meeting.

Jan Wiegman stated that this project encompasses three (3) acres of land in the downtown.
Some of the buildings have already come down. This project involves 14 properties, but does not
include 54 Pine Street, the Bradford House (Paul A. Cote building). Jan Wiegman went on to say
that this project, as stated above, will be a 17,000 square foot facility to the rear of 104 Park Street.
Thisfacility will serveasamail room, receiving area, and storagearea. Jan Wiegmanthen reiterated
thetight parking, as mentioned above. Thisproject will increase the amount of spacesand decrease
the parking demand. Jan Wiegman went on to say that the Utility Plans shows the new routing of
these services. The storm water will be redirected appropriately. The present lighting will remain
in the existing parking lot.

In summary to Lincoln Jeffer's memorandum dated March 23, 2001, regarding the
discontinuance of Middle Street - Pine Street to Ash Street, he states that this section needs to be
discontinued to allow the Lewiston Sun-Journal to expand their facility in downtown Lewiston.
Lincoln Jeffers request was for a recommendation on the street discontinuance so that the City
Council cantaketheir action at their April 3, 2001 Meeting. In hismemorandum he statesthat there
arethree (3) abutters on the portion of Middle Street to be discontinued which are the United States
Postal Service (U.S.P.S.), the Lewiston Sun-Journal, and Paul A. Cote. All these abutters are in
agreement to discontinuethisstreet. Therearecurrently negotiationsunderway between theabutters
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to work out a Joint Use and Maintenance Agreement.

Thisitem was opened to the Planning Board for questions and comments from the Board
Members. James Lysen commented that the Lewiston Sun-Journal isreducing their parking deficit
and that this project meets the requirements of the code. There was a question asto lighting being
mounted on the building. Jan Wiegman said that lighting will be located under the canopy and that
there may be security lighting at the entrances. This lighting will need to be reflected on the plan.
Dennis Mason asked, “What will Middle Street look like?” Jan Wiegman explained the plan
presented to the Planning Board, including the landscaping. He stated that you will not be able to
tell that there was a street there when thisis completed. Lincoln Jeffers also explained on the plan
presented to the Planning Board that with the moving of the curbing back, this will allow for
additional parking on the Cote property. Lincoln Jeffers said that it is critical, by the way that the
building isdesigned, to discontinue Middle Street. Jan Wiegman commented that thereis sufficient
room to maneuver trucks in the loading area. Also mentioned was that there is a proposed
Maintenance Agreement between the United States Postal Service, the Lewiston Sun-Journal, and
the Cote’'s. Thiswill be available for Planning Board review at the Final Hearing.

Commentsfromtheaudienceincluded: Mrs. Paul Cote of 54 Pine Street on behalf of hersel f
and her husband, Paul. She stated that they both are very pleased with the expansion. They have
Nno concerns.

Ron Landry from the U.S. Postal Service - Ash Street Branch stated that they are in full
support of the Lewiston Sun-Journal expansion and also have no concerns. The street will be
divided by the abutters. This project will increase their parking. They arein full agreement with
the expansion. Ron Landry stated that both the Lewiston Sun-Journal and the U.S.P.S. will be co-
owners of the existing Middle Street. Heis very satisfied with the way this project is moving.

Lincoln Jeffers suggested that the Planning Board' s action be contingent on devel opment
of the Maintenance Agreement. Ron Landry commented that the Postal Services Rea Estate
Specialists are writing up the Maintenance Agreement.

James Lysen went over the comments received from Chris Branch, the Public Works
Director. Hiscommentswere: 1. On Drawing C-1, Site Plan to confirm that tractor trailer access
isadequate and direction - wherewill it be entering the site. 2. On Drawing C-2, Utility Plan to see
the Lewiston Fire Department’ sapproval for the hydrant location shown on the plan. Hewould also
like to get the Lewiston Water Division’s approval for the hydrant type. The existing lines at the
property line shall be capped. He would like to see calculations or a direct statement in drainage
calculations stating that the existing system has adequate size to take new flows. 3. On Drawing
C-3, Grading, Drainage & Erosion Control Plan, to havethe Lewiston Water Director’ sapproval for
the materialsto be used for sanitary sewer and water. 4. On Drawing C-5, Site Details, that atwo
foot (2') sump (minimum) catch basin be shown and for it to be cascade square granite.

Jan Wiegman commented that with the tel ephone pole being gone, they have placed afire
hydrant there. Thiswill allow more flexibility in maneuverability. It wasrequested to havethefire
chief address the location of the fire hydrant. Again, the Planning Board will have all comments
from the various departments by the time of the Final Hearing.
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There being no further comments, following actions were taken.

MOTION: by Rob Robbins, seconded by Roger Lachapellethat the Planning Board grantsthe
necessary waivers and modifications regarding the application for the proposed
expansion of the Lewiston Sun-Journal - Phase I, including the proposed
discontinuance of Middle Street from Pine Street to Ash Street.

VOTED: 6-0.

MOTION: by LewisZidle, seconded by Roger Lachapellethat the Planning Board deter mines
the application and Ste Plan for the Lewiston Sun-Journal - Phasel, including the
proposed discontinuance of Middle Street, from Pine Street to Ash Street to be
complete and to schedul ethisapplication for review at a Final Hearing at the April
10, 2001 Meeting.

VOTED: 6-0.

MOTION: by Rob Robbins, seconded by Mark Paradisthat the Planning Board recommends
that Middle Street be discontinued between Pine Sireet and Ash Street to facilitate
the proposed expansion of the Lewiston Sun-Journal - Phase I, subject to an
acceptable Joint Use and Maintenance Agreement drawn up between the three (3)
parties involved.

VOTED: 6-0.

John Colereturned to the Planning Board for the remaining agenda items.

VI.

OTHER BUSINESS:
A. New Business:
1 Proposed to rezone 1154-1160 Sabattus Street (Tax Map 37, Lot Nos. 4 and 6)
fromtheResource Conservation (RC) District totheNeighborhood Conservation
“A” (NCA) District and possibly scheduleit for a Public Hearing. JamesFortune
went over the information sent previously to the Planning Board Members for both the March 13,
2001 and March 27, 2001 Planning Board Meetings. The Planning Board Meeting for March 13,
2001 was canceled at Planning Board Chairman Dennis Mason’ s request.

Thisitem hasbeen brought to the Planning Board by Maurice Dulac, who isrequesting that
the City initiate a proposal for rezoning. A copy of the proposal and correspondence dated March
5, 2001 from City Councilor Renee M. Bernier (Ward 2) was previously deliveredto all the Planning
Board Members. Accordingto ReneeBernier’ scorrespondence, theparcel of property at 1154-1160
Sabattus Street has their own water and sewer hookups. Maurice Dulac would like to construct a
single-family or two-family unit, if allowed. Renee Bernier also stated in her correspondence that
this is an opportunity for new construction and expansion of housing opportunities within this
community.

In addition to the above, James Fortune stated in hismemorandum dated March 8, 2001 that
thetwo (2) parcels have 220 feet and 340 feet of frontage on Sabattus Street. Maurice Dulac would
like to rezone the front portion of both parcelsto adepth of 200 feet. Maurice Dulac would liketo
recoup some of the value of hisland by placing a single-family or two-family home on the vacant
parcels. Alongwith the above, amap showing the approximate boundary of the proposed rezoning
and how it relates to the wetland area (No Name Brook and the outlet of No Name Pond) were also
forwarded to the Planning Board Members.
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In addition to the memorandum by James Fortune dated March 20, 2001 and placed in the
Planning Board packets, distributed at this meeting was a Petition for Rezoning form, in which an
acceptable number of residents on thisform were verified at the City Clerk’ soffice. Thisitem has
been brought to the Planning Board to be scheduled for a Public Hearing.

A wetlandsdelineation wasdonein Juneof 2000 after the Sabattus Street reconstructionwas
completed. Maurice Dulac hasalso applied to the Federal Emergency Management Administration
(FEMA) for arevision to the flood plain maps. This information should be available at the Public
Hearing. Based on the City’s shoreland area maps, the area proposed for rezoning would lie
outside the wetland area, except for asmall portion on 1160 Sabattus Street. Shoreland regulations
would allow residential construction and any principal or accessory structure must remain 100 feet
from the upland edge of the wetland.

Maurice Dulac does not propose to create any new lots and both of the existing lots clearly
meet the minimum 40,000 square feet, havethe proper road frontage, and have greater than 200 feet
of shore frontage.

Thisitem was the closed to the Planning Board and opened to the public.

Present at this meeting were Maurice Dulac and City Councilors Renee Bernier (Ward 2)
and Joyce Bilodeau (Ward 6). Thisproperty islocated just beyond Golder Road. Councilor Renee
Bernier stated that she feels the Planning Board has all the information that they need for this
rezoning.

The question to ask is, “Should this be residentially developed?’, since No Name Pond
drains out of this wetland. It is downstream of the pond. Basically one (1) lot can be made
conforming and the other lot developed. There will be no changesto the lot lines.

James Lysen commented that this situation makes sense to “ split-zone” thelots.

Maurice Dulac hasresided heresince 1934. Theonly comment that Maurice Dulac said was
that the sewer and water are already there.

Therebeing no further commentsfrom the public, thisitem wasthen opened to the Planning
Board and the following motion was made.

MOTION: by John Cole, seconded by Mark Paradis that the proposal by Maurice Dulac,
1154-1160 Sabattus Street to rezone his property fromthe Resour ce Conservation
(RC) District to the Neighborhood Conservation“ A” (NCA) District be scheduled
for a Public Hearing on April 10, 2001.

VOTED: 7-0.

2. Presentation concerning the proposed expansion of the LePage Bakery

manufacturing plant, Lisbon Street, including the discontinuance of a portion of

Birch Street (Site Plan amendment). Distributed at this meeting and listed under

Item I1l. Correspondence was the letter dated March 27, 2001 from Technical Services, Inc. on

behalf of LePage Bakeries requesting that this item be tabled, due to a number of technical issues
which need to be resolved.

3. Review changes to the City of Lewiston Planning Board Handbook Rules of

Procedure. The Draft copy of the City of L ewiston Planning Board Handbook was

delivered to the Planning Board Membersin a separate delivery from the March 27, 2001 delivery,

since the March 13, 2001 Planning Board Meeting was canceled. This handbook contained the

changesthat wererequested at the January 9, 2001 Planning Board M eeting. Thesechangesinclude:
achange to Section 3.D with respect to accepting additional information and documentation for
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development reviews at the Planning Board M eeting; achange to Section 3.G with respect to taking
official Minutes at the Planning Board workshops; achange to the order of businessin Section 3.E;
and an update to the Code of Ethics from the AICP and ICMA. Also included were appropriate
sections of the Planning Board Protocol with the sections renumbered. This appears on Page Nos.
8and 9.

It was suggested that Staff incorporate any amendments made to the code in this handbook.
Theonly revision made was on Page No. 4, Section 4.09. Inthelast sentence deletetheword, “ his”
and replace it with the word, “ their” .

The following motion was made.

MOTION: by Roger Lachapelle, seconded by Mark Paradisthat the Planning Board accepts
the Planning Board Handbook, as amended.
VOTED: 7-0.

Also, thefollowing isacontinuation of the discussion which had taken place at the January

9, 2001 Planning Board Meeting. At the January 9, 2001 Planning Board Meeting, Planning Board

Member Rob Robbins mentioned that in changing the wording in Article VI, Section f, the new

wording must be consistent with the City Charter. The code amendment for Article VII. Planning

Board wasincludedinthe Planning Board packetsdelivered for the March 27, 2001 Planning Board

Meeting. This code amendment has been revised by Planning Board Staff for Article VI, Section

3 (f). Thissection shall now read, “ The Planning Board shall adopt appropriaterulesof procedure

and statements of policy consistent with provisions of the City Charter and this Codeto enableit to

carry out its functions.”
The following motion was made.

MOTION: by Roger Lachapelle, seconded by Muriel Minkowsky that the Planning Board
recommends this change to the City Council and for it to be heard in conjunction
with the other code amendment at the appropriate time.

VOTED: 7-0.

4, Continuediscussion concerning Planning Board responsibilitiesassociated with
providing recommendations on the acqusitions and dispositions of real estate by
the City of Lewiston. Gil Arsenault stated that thisisin referenceto thedisposition

of all publicways. Thisisinthecode. Itisarequirement. John Cole mentioned the state statute
and, as to when a public way is discontinued, a public easement is distinguished. James Lysen
commented that it is easier to get rid of a public street than a paper street. This needs a
recommendation from the Planning Board that this be kept the way that it currently is.

James Lysen suggested having the Land Committee removed. Thereis morevaluein
maintaining the Planning Board' s role, specifically since thisis public information and it isin the
evening when the public can attend. Mark Paradis commented that often when the Planning Board
doestheir job, the City Council somehow doesnot receivetheinformation. JamesLysen stated that
the action made at the Planning Board Meetings are part of the recommendation to the City Council,
and important recommendations should be part of the motion.

John Cole stated that the Planning Board is empowered to make a recommendation to the
City Council. The City Council doesnot even haveto receivearecommendation. The City Council
can act without the Planning Board’s recommendation. James Lysen then referred to Page CDA
184. James Lysen said that the Planning Board needs to initiate the action 15 days after a motion
has been taken. Thisislisted under (€), Vote Requirements.
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VII.

VIII.

Dennis Mason commented that this has been placed on the Planning Board agendas in
reference to the correspondence received from Phil Nadeau, Assistant City Administrator.

Rob Raobbins stated that he does not feel that the Planning Board needs to make a
recommendation asto achange. Life should not bemadedifficult for the City Council. There needs
to be a solution as to what would be reviewed, i.e., every two foot (2') strips of land, dollar value,
etc. Mark Paradis said that he would like to streamline the process and review after six (6) months,
ashehasprevioudly stated inthe past. Dennis M ason agreed that the Planning Board needsto come
up with parametersfor review, i.e, dollar value, etc and to not create so much paperwork. Thistakes
up Staff time, etc. However, he feels the Planning Board should be kept informed. Asaresult of
what Dennis Mason mentioned about keeping the Planning Board informed, John Cole requested
that both Gil Arsenault and James Lysen check back for the past six (6) months on any acquisitions
the Planning Board has not acted on. Mark Paradis asked, “How can we change something we have
not been doing?’ He again suggested this be donefor six (6) months and then see how much burden
itisfor Staff. He also suggested that this should be done this year with the current Planning Board
Members. In closing this discussion, it was decided that this item be placed on the agenda for the
first meeting in November 2001, which is November 13, 2001. If it is not a problem, then dispose
of it.

B. Old Business:
1 Determination of Completenessand Final Hearing concerningafill project at the
Stetson Brook EstatesMobileHomePark . Thisproject wastabled at the 8/22/00,
9/25/00, and 11/28/00 meetingsand will be placed onthe May 8, 2001 Planning Board agenda. This
item is currently awaiting a response from the D.E.P.
2. Receive a copy of the final draft of the No Name Pond Watershed Management
Plan and scheduleit for a Public Hearing. Thiswill be placed on the April 10,
2001 Planning Board agenda. James Lysen stated that this will be an amendment to the
Comprehensive Plan. Thiswill bereceived at the April 10, 2001 Planning Board Meeting and will
be scheduled to be heard on the April 24, 2001 Planning Board Meeting.

READING OF THE MINUTES: Draft Minutes from the February 27, 2001 Planning Board
Meeting. The acceptance of these minutes was postponed until the April 10, 2001 Planning Board
Meseting.

ADJOURNMENT:

The following motion was made to adjourn.

MOTION: by Mark Paradis, seconded by John Cole to adjourn this meeting at 8:55 p.m.
VOTED: 7-0.

The next Planning Board Meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, April 10, 2001.

Respectfully submitted,

Mark Paradis, Secretary
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